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Confiscation  of  Rebel  Property. 


SPEECH  OF  HON.  JAS.  F.  WILSON, 

OF      I  o  "W  J±  - 


The  House  having  under  consideration  the  Joint  Resolution  {No.  18}  to  amend  a  Joint  Res- 
'  olution  explanatory  of  "An  act  to  suppress  insurrection,  to  punish  treason  and  rebellion, 
to  seize  and  confiscate  the  property  of  rebels,  and  for  other  purposes^]  approved  July  17, 

18G2.  m 

<  *»»  » 

Mr.  WILSON  said: 

Mr.  Speaker: — In  closing  the  discussion  on  this  joint  res- 
olution, it  is  »not  my  purpose  to  follow  the  general  course  of  argument  in 
which  gentlemen  opposed  to  it  have  indulged.  The  discussion  has  taken  a 
wide  range,  embraced  a  great  Variety  of  topics,  and  treated  of  almost  every 
question  connected  with  the  subject  of  confiscation  except  the  one  presented 
by  the  resolution.  This  course  having  been  adopted  by  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  rendered  it  proper  for  the  friends  of  the  policy  of  confiscation  to 
reply  to  the  arguments  advanced  in  opposition  thereto.  This  has  been 
done,  successfully  done  ;  and  I  shall  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 
adding  anything  to  the  lengthy  discussion  which  has  taken  place  concerning 
questions  not  presented  by  the  measure  now  before  us  for  our  consideration. 

That  confiscation  should  be  a  part  of  our  public  policy  with  regard  to  per- 
sons engaged  in  this  wicked  rebellion  was  settled  by  the  Thirty-Seventh  Con- 
gress after  most  careful  consideration  of  the  subject  and  elaborate  discussion. 
That  policy  is  now  embodied  in  the  living  law  of  the  land,  and  is  not  before 
us  for  reconsideration  ;  and  all  that  has  been  said  upon  it  by  the  opponents 
of  this  resolution  has  resulted  in  a  waste  of  time.  VVh  ether  the  policy  es- 
tablished by  the  confiscation  act  of  1862  is  wise  or  unwise,  constitutional  or 
unconstitutional,  unjust  or  merciful,  creditable  to  the  civilization  of  the  high 
moon  of  the  century,  or  a  relapse  into  barbarism,  are  not  questions  upon  which 
we  are  now  called  to  pass  judgment.  When  some  gentleman  opposed  to  the 
policy  established  by  that  act  can  so  far  defy  the  loyal  people  of  this  nation  as  v 
to  introduce  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act,  these  questionscan  be  with  propriety  dis- 
cussed. But  they  are  demanding  no  attention  at  our  hands  now.  The 
measure  before  us  excludes  them  all  from  the  bounds  of  legitimate  discussion. 
We  are  dealing  with  another  question,  as  I  shall  endeavor  to  show  before  I 
conclude  my  remarks. 

The  main  object  with  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  has  been 
to  avoid  the  question  presented  by  the  joint  resolution  by  talking  about 
something  else,  taking  in  their  range. almost  every  subject  from  a  bloody- 
handed  traitor  to  an  unborn  babe.  The  effort  to  avoid  the  issue  upon  which 
we  are  to'  pass  has  been  studiously  and  persistently  pursued.  But,  sir,  I  , 
do  not  intend   to   let  this  system  of  opposition  succeed  because  gentlemen 


have  raised  a  cloud  of  dust, 'composed  of  particles  of  almost  every  foreign 
subject,  under  cover  of  which  to  escape.  The  fact  shall  appear  patent  to 
the  whole  country  that  they  stand  here  objecting  to  an  application  of  the 
penalties  which  the  Constitution  has  provided  for  the  punishment  of  traitors 
to  the  Government  to  those  wicked  men  who  have  filled  this  whole  land  with 
sorrow  and  mourning,'  and  dotted  our  broad  dominion  with  the  graves  of 
liberty's  martyrs.  A  pretended  respect  for  the  teaching  of  our  advanced 
civilization,  an  assumed  reverence  for  the  great  humanitarian  principles  of 
the  age,  an  arrogated  love  for  the  divine  attribute  of  mercy,  cannot  shield 
them  from  that  just  condemnation  which  is  due  to  all  who  stand  between 
this  imperiled  nation  and  the  just  exercise  of  its  admitted  powers  in  the 
great  trial  to  which  the  old-time  allies  of  the  opposers  of  this  resolution  have 
subjected  it.  I  would  not  be  harsh  beyond  the  just  measure  of  the  hour; 
but  my  patience  has  been  exhausted  by  this  prolonged  effort  to  shield  rebels 
from  the  infliction  of  the  merited  punishment  which  their  unparalleled 
crimes  invoke,  and  which  the  opposers  of  this  measure  admit  may  be  inflicted 
without  breach  of  our  national  Constitution,  which  admission  shall  stand  in 
proof  against  them  before  I  conclude  ;  and,  sir,  this  admission  shall  perform 
the  additional  office  of  lodging  against  the  Constitution  every  denunciation 
and  blow  which  has  been  aimed  at  the  joint  resolution.  The  other  side  of 
the  House  shall  stand  as  the  party  assaulting  the  Constitution,  not  this  side. 
This  shall  be  the  attitude  of  the  case,  or  the  gentlemen  who  sit  over  the 
way  must  admit  that  their  denunciations  of  the  joint  resolution  are  void  of 
sincerity,  and  wholly  without  justification  ;  and  I  care  not  which  position 
they  assume,  for  both  are  bad  enough,  and  either  is  discomfiture  and  defeat 
to  them. 

The  positions  assumed  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Cox]  are  sub- 
stantially those  of  every  other  member  who  has  spoken  in  opposition  to  this 
joint  resolution.  His  premises  have  been  adopted  by  all  the  rest;  and  by 
them  all  may  be  tested.  They  are  all  sailing  in  the  same  leaky  and  dilapi- 
dated boat.  The  treacherous  craft  was  constructed  and  launched  by  him, 
and  his  crew  has  headed  her  on  the  shoals  since  her  first  sailing,  -liudder 
and  compass  she  has  had  none,  and  she  belongs  to  the  confederate  navy. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  told  us  that  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  does*not  authorize  the  forfeiture  of  real  estate  in  fee  simple,  that  the. 
words,  "  no  attainder  of  treason  shall  work  corruption  of  blood,  or  forfeiture 
except  during  the  life  of  the  person  attainted,"  absolutely  prohibit  the  for- 
feiture of  reality  in  fee  simple,  and  based  his  argument  on  the  limitation 
contained  in  the  words,  "  except  during  the  life  of  the  person  attainted." 
This  he  solemnly  affirmed  as  his  belief.  How  sincerely  he  believes  it,  and 
how  sincerely  those  believe  it  who  have  since  reiterated  it,  I  will  endeavor 
to  show  as  I  progress  with  my  remarks. 

.  I  would  not  do  the  gentleman  injustice  ;  and  that  I  may  not   misstate  his 
position,  I  quote  from  his  speech  as  follows: 

"It  seems  to  have  been  adopted  by  the  dominant  party  in  this  House 
"that  this  confiscation  system  shall,  if  possible,  be  carried  out  in  the  South. 
"  They  cannot  do  it  and  make  it  effective  under  the  Constitution.  They 
*'  must  do  it  over  that  instrument  and  in  spite  of  its  limitations.  All  the 
*'  forfeiture  which  they  can  obtain  under  the  Constitution  is  simply  the  life 
*'  estate  of  those  who  are  convicted  Qf  treason  ;  and,  as  that  life  estate  is  no 
i(  longer  than  the  halter  with  which  a  man  is  hung,  the  resul.ts  would  not 
"  be  worth  the  pains." 


Early  in  his  speech  the  gentleman  assured  us  that  this  was  his  understand- 
ing of  the  Constitution.  Doubtless  he  gave  utterance  to  the  conviction 
which  directed  his  judgment  at  the  moment ;  but  the  conviction  gave  way, 
and  his  judgment  stood  reversed,  before  he  had  progressed  far  with  his  re- 
marks. In  no  other  way  can  I  account  for  his  subsequent  attacks  on  the 
joint  resolution  under  ccmsideration,  unless  I  should  charge  him  with  want 
of  sincerity  in  stating  his  construction  of  the  Constitution.  The  latter 
would  be  uncharitable,  perhaps  unparliamentary,  but  most  likely  true. 

When  the  gentlemai/ came  to  speak  of  the  joint  resolution,  he  told  us: 

"  ^his  bill  reaches  beyond  the  guilty  traitor,  and  involves  by  a  posthumous 
"punishment  the  innocent  and  good,  ay,  even  the  unborn  innocents.  Ifc 
"inflicts  on  the  children  of  the  guilty  the  punishment  due  to  the  parents; 
"and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  who  seems  from  his  speech  and  eoun- 
"  tenance  to  be  benevolent,  shows  that  in  fact  he  partakes  of  the  ferocious 
"  humanity  of  the  hour  by  arguing  in  favor  of  a  bill  to  punish  the  inoffen- 
"  sive  offspring  of  the  traitors." 

Further  on  the  gentleman  renews  his  attack  in  these  words  : 

"  I  am  shocked  that  in  t  is  age,  and  in  this  country,  and  in  this  House,  I 
"am  required  to  stand  up  before  the  American  people,  and  as  a  matter  of 
"  pure  philanthropy  and  common  decency,  protest  against  the  cruel  and  ro- 
"morseless  character  of  bills  of  this  kind,  and  to  defend  the  rights  of  those 
"  who  have  committed  no  crime,  but  upon  whom  it  is  proposed  to  visit, 
"  after  the  death  of  the  parent,  the  crimes  of  the  ancestors." 

Sir,  the  "  common  decency  "  which  "  requited  "  the  gentleman  to  make 
these  attacks  on  the  joint  resolution,  in  view  of  his  own  construction  of  the 
Constitution,  was  enough  to  shock  any  man,  and  I  do  not  wonder  that  he 
felt  ?'  shocked  "  But  I  am  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  it  was  the  conflict 
between  his  own  positions  which  "shocked"  him,  and  not  the  character  of 
the  resolution  ;  for  the  conflict  was  certainly  as  great  as  the  "  decency"  of 
the  attack  was  "  common." 

The  joint  resolution  was  printed  ;  he  had  it  before  him  ;  he  had  read  it ; 
and  found  in  it  this  language  : 

"  Nor  shall  any  punishment  or  proceeding  under  said  act  be  so  construed 
"as  to  work  a  forfeiture  of  the  estate  of  the  offender,  except  during  his 
"life." 

This  is  the  constitutional  limitation  repeated.  The  joint  resolution  follows 
the  Constitution  ;  and  yet  the  gentleman  would  have  us  believe  him  sincere 
when  he  tells  us  that  certain  words  used  in  the  Constitution  forbid  the  for- 
feiture of  real  estate  in  fee  simple,  but  that  the  same  words,  when  used  in  a 
joint  resolution  of  Congress,  authorize  the  forfeitute  of  real  estate  absolutely 
and  forever,  and  call  upon  him  "as  a  matter  of  pure  philanthropy  and  com- 
mon decency  to  protest "  against  the  great  outrage  of  overriding  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  with  a  congressional  joint  resolution,  thus  plac- 
ing, by  his  peculiar  system  of  reasoning,  a  joint  resolution  of  Congress 
above  and  beyond  the  Constitution.  Did  ever  man  invent  a  more  absurd 
proposition  ?  Can  it  be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the  gentleman  was 
"  shocked,"  "  shocked  "  by  the  unsurpassed  absurdity  of  his  own  proposition  ? 

Sir,  the  gentleman  need  not  be  alarmed.  His  associates  may  repose  in 
perfect  tranquility  and  undisturbed  security.  We  propose  to  give  them 
"the  Constitution  as  it  is" — nothing  more,  nothing  less.  It  may  be  that 
this  is  just  the  thing  they  do  not  want.  I  think  most  likely  this  is  the  case ; 
for  their  opposition  to  the  proposed  use  of  the  language  of  the  Constitution 


evidences  the  existence  of  a  fear  in  their  minds  that  the  Constitution  is 
against  them.  Indeed,  sir,  I  will  go  further,  and  say  that  this  fear  has 
quickened  into  a  conviction  and  ripened  into  the  fruit  of  an  unqualified  ad- 
mission that  the  Constitution  is  against  them,  and  receives  on  its  firm  breast- 
all  of  the  malignant  shafts  which  have  been  hurled  at  the  joint  resolution. 
It  is  the  Constitution  which  these  gentlemen  have  denounced,  not  the  joint 
resolution.  May  we  not  soon  expect  the  gentleman  front  Ohio,  [Mr.  Cox,] 
in  response  to  the  requirement  of  "common  decency,"  to  rise  in  his  place 
and  "protest  against  the  cruel  and  remorseless  character"  of  the  Constitu- 
tion ?  The  long  line  of  generations  of  "  unborn  innocents,"  whose  guardian 
he  seems  to  be,  stands  in  danger  from  the  free  exercise  of  the  powers  or  the 
Constitution,  soon  to  be  unfettered  by  the  passage  of  this  resolution  And 
as  the  gentleman  cannot  climb  over  the  Constitution,  nor  push  it  out  of  its 
firm  and  faithful  track,  it  would  be  well  for  him  to  cast  himself  before  it  and 
let  it  pass  over  him,  that  he  may  die  a  martyr  to  the  doctrine  that  leniency 
toward  rebels  i*  of  more  importance  to  this  nation  than  that  stern  justice 
which  demands  that  the  full  measure  of  punishment  shall  be  meted  out  to 
the  traitors  who  have  written  three  years  of  this  country's  history  in  the  best 
blood  of  the  Republic. 

It  may  be  that  some  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  Constitution  will  permit  the  forfeiture  of  real  estate  in  fee 
simple.  Of  course  this  remark  does  not  apply  to  the  gentlemen  over  there 
who  have  spoken  upon  the  pending  resolution;  for  they  have  all  denounced  the 
"cruel  and  remorseless"  terms  of  the  Constitution  which  are  copied  into 
the  resolution  because  they  do  authorize  such  forfeiture.  But  all  of  those 
who  have  not  spoken  may  not  concur  in  this  opinion  of  their  political  asso- 
ciates, and,  therefore,  it  may  be  proper  for  me  to  further  remind,  them  that 
the  resolution  is  not  the  monster  it  has  been  represented  to  be.  It  is  not  a 
legislative  Procrustes,  insisting  that  all  things  must  conform  to  its  inexora- 
ble measure  of  length  ;, stretching  constitutions  and  cutting  off  the  legs  of 
political  confessions  of  faith  so  as  to  fit  all  to  its  unyielding  bed.  It  neither 
affirms  nor  denies  any  proposition  which  has  been  advanced  on  either  side 
of  the  House.  It  does  not  attempt  to  construe  the  Constitution,  nor  does  it 
require  any  one  to  surrender  his  opinions  concerning  that  instrument. 
Those  persons  only  who  are  opposed  to  the  Constitution  have  any  reason  to 
declaim  against  this  resolution.  You  have  all  had  it  before  you.  You  have 
all  read  it,  and  know  that  its  office  is  declared  in  these  plain  words  : 

**  This  amendment  being  intended  to  limit  the  operation  and  effect  of  the 
"  said  resolution  and  act,  and  the  same  are  hereby  limited,  only  so  far  as  to 
""  make  them  conformable  to  section  three  of  article  three  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States." 

This  does  not  read  like  an  attempt  to  give  a  legislative  construction  to  the 
Constitution,  or  a  demand  upon  sensitive  gentlemen  to  surrender  their  con- 
victions as  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  that  instrument.  There  co.uld 
be  no  plainer  declaration  of  an  intention  to  conform  the  law  to  the  Constitu- 
tion than  this.  But  this  is  the  "cruel  and  remorseless"  proposition  which 
so  sadly  "  shocked"  the  sensitive  organization  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  Cox.]  and  produced  such  painful  effects  on  the  minds  of  those  of  his 
associates  who,  like  him,  believe  in  "  the  Constitution  as  it  is."  I  am  sorry 
for  them,  and  deeply  regret  that  they  have  so  poor  an  opinion  of  the  Consti- 
tution they  profess  to  adore. 


Sir,  the  supporters  of  this  joint  resolution  do  not  claim  that  their  construction  of  the 
Constitution  snail  be  embodied  in  the  law,  nor  do  they  insist  upon  excluding  tbal  which 
is  entertained  by  others.  The  proposition  has  all  the  time  been  to  place  the  language  of 
the  Constitution  in  the  law,  and  then  submit  the  whole  to  the  courts  for  interpretation. 
And  I  am  surprised  almost  "shocked,"  to  find  gentlemen  who  have  so  persistently  in- 
sisted on  the  infallibility  of  the  courts,  now  shrinking  from  an  application  of  their  long- 
cherished  doctrine.  Why  fear  the  Constitution?  Why  shrink  from  the  courts  ?  Is  it 
because  old  friends  are  in  danger  from  both?  Is  it  because  those  who  '•  wait  and  watch 
over  the  border  "  of  this  rebellion  are  more  anxious  to  preserve  the  friendship  of  the  men 
whose  treason  has  carried  sorrow  to  almost  every  loyal  hearthstone  than  they  are  to  do 
their  duty  to  their  country  in  this  its  sorest  trial?  Are  these  the  causes  which  "shock  " 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  and  cause  them  to  regard  the  Constitution  as  a  'cruel  and 
retnor#jless  "  instrument?  Are  these  the  tilings  which  make  them  tremble  before  the 
courts'?     If  not,  why  do  they  refuse  to  support  this  joint  resolution? 

We  have  been  told  that  a  forfeiture  of  real  estate  in  fee  simple  is  unconstitutional.  We 
allege  that  it  is  not.  Here  is  an  issue  joined,  a  grave  constitutional  issue*.  \\  ho  shall 
decide  it?  The  joint  resolution  now  before  the  House  says,  "the  courts."  Thesupport- 
ers  of  the  resolution  say,  "the  courts."  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  have 
been  accustomed  to  give  the  same  answer  m  regard  to  every  question  arising  under  the 
Constitution.  Why  not  give  the  same  answer  now?  Why  get  "shocked"  just  at  this 
particular  time,  and  by  this  single  proposition  ?  No  loyal  man  is  to  be  hurt.  The  Con- 
stitution is  not  to  be  injured,  for  it  is  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  those  whose  duty  it  is 
to  interpret  it,  whenever  such  questions  as  the  one  now  before  us  arise.  Why  resist  this 
purely  constitutional  method  of  disposing  or  an  exciting  question?  If  the  blow  should 
fall  heavily,  it  would  only  crush  the  men  who  have  enveloped  ibis  nation  in  the  red  flame 
of  war.  Broken  allegiance  to  the  best,  the  mildest  of  human  Governments,  alone  will 
sever  the  cord  which  suspends  the  dead  weight  of  constitutional  forfeiture,  and  cause  it 
to  descend  upon  the  heads  of  those  whose  criminal  hands  are  engaged  in  the  dread  work 
of  an  unparalleled  treason.  Traitors  have  assumed*" all  of  the  risks  connected  with  their 
stupendous  crime.  Why  should  gentlemen  in  this  House  voluntarily  step  forward  and 
become  their  underwriters?  Gentlemen  may  christen  their  strange  conduct  "philan- 
throphy,"  "humanity,"  or  by  any  other  kind  name  they  please,  but  history  will  draw 
black  lines  around  this  baptismal  ceremony,  and  expunge  it  from  the  page  of  truth. 

The  vital  part  of  the  joint  resolution,  as  reported  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
is  that  which  substitutes  the  language  of  the  Constitution  for  that  used  in  the  joint  reso- 
lution of  July  17,  18G2.  No  argument  can  force  the  resolution  into  any  other  shape  than 
the  strictly  Constitutional  form  in  which  it  was  moulded  by  the  Committee.  There  it 
stands,  as  inflexible  as  the  Constitution  itself.  The  Constitution  and  the  courts  against 
Rebels  and  their  property  form  the  sole  question  on  which  we  are  to  pass.  From  this 
question  the  gentlemen  recoil.  They  fear  the  courts  which  heretofore  have  received  their 
adoration,  and  are  "shocked"  by  the  "cruel  and  remorseless  character"  of  the  Consti- 
tution. Why?  Because  both  are  against  traitors.  Let  him  give  a  better  answer 
who  can.  -s 

Sir,  1  want  no  stronger  evidence  of  the  utter  want  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  gentle- 
men who  stand  opposed  to  me  in  the  position  they  have  assumed  in  relation  to  the  extent 
of  constitutional  forfeiture  than  that  which  their  opposition  to  this  resolution  affords.  I 
ask  not  for  a  more  complete  admission  from  them  of  the  perfect  harmony  of  this  resolu- 
tion with  the  Constitution,  and  of  its  abilily  to  render  more  swift  and  sure  the  punish- 
ment due  to  treason.  I  am  content  with  their  denunciation  of  this  joint  resolution,  for 
it  only  exhibits  their  hat?ed  of  that  stern  justice  of  the  Constitution  with  which  the  fath- 
ers clothed  it  for  the  purpose  of  armoring  it  against,  the  infernal  assaults  to  which  it  is 
now  subjected  by  the  armed  traitors  who  seek  to  destroy  it. 

I  love  to  read  the  motives  of  men,  and  in  my  reading  I  never  spurn  the  indexes  fur- 
nished by  those  Wmse  secret  springs  of  action  I  would  understand.  I  trust  I  am  not 
at  fault* in  my  reading  now  although  it  may  force  me  !o  the  conclusion  that  those  who 
oppose  this  joint  resolution  are  more  intent  upon  the  hope  of  future  power  than  they  are 
concerning  that  justice  which  the  present  demands.  Justice  to  Rebels  is  mercy  to  loyal 
men,  and  I  regret  that  this  rule  is  not  recognized  by  those  who  are  constantly  telling  us" 
that  they  are  anxious  to  vote  for  every  constitutional  measure  to  put  down  this  rebellion, 
and  who  now  stand  in  solid  array  against  one  which  is  the  Constitution  itself.  Men  who 
intend  to  strike  Uebels  do  not  waste  their  time  in  warding  off  blows  which  other  men 
aim  in  the  same  direction.  Professions  do  not  amount  to  much  when  confronted  by  a 
hostile  fact.  Words  are  as  feathers  in  the  scale  when  acts  bring  down  the  other  end  of 
the  beam. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  mind  has  never  entertained  a  doubt  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  pro- 
vide for  the  forfeiture,  absolutely  and  forever,  of  the  interest  a  Rebel  may  have  in  prop- 
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erty  of  every  kind,  character  and  description  ;  real,  personal  and  mixed  ;  quadruped  and 
biped.  All  may  be  reached,  and  it  is  a  mere  question  of  policy  for  Congress  to  determine 
how  far  the  power  shall  be  exercised.  He  who  raises  his  traitorous  hand  to  destroy  the 
Constitution  and  Government  is  entitled  to  but  litltle  protection  from  either.  Both  were 
made  for  the  protection  of  the  loyal,  but  neither  was  created  to  shield  men  who  turn 
from  loyalty  to  treason,  from  being  peaceful  citizens  to  bloody-handed  Rebels.  Such 
rights  as  the  laws  of  war  accord  to  a  public  enemy,  an  active  belligerent,  are  those  which 
the  Rebels  of  this  country  can  claim,  and  none  other.  The  constitutional  guarantees  con- 
cerning life,  liberty  and  property,  are  the  just  and  rightful  possessions  of  the  loyal  people; 
but  the  traitor  who  would  destroy  all  has  no  right  to  set  up  these  great  securities  to  save 
himself  from  the  righteous  inflictions  which  an  outraged  and  imperiled  Government  may 
see  proper  to  impose  upon  him.  The  Constitution  was  established  to  organize,  protect  and 
perpetuate  the  Republic,  not  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  would  destroy  it. 
Traitors  have  invoked  the  laws  of  war,  and  to  them  must  they  look  for  their  rights  and 
protection.  They  understand  this  as  well  as  we  ought  to.  The  Rebels  do  not  claim  the 
protection  of  the  Constitution.  They  boldly,  resolutely,  defiantly  spurn  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  reject  the  theories  which  are  advanced  in  this  House  in  their  behalf.  They  fully 
comprehend  their  position  as  belligerents.  It  is  their  own  creation,  and  they  are  con- 
tent with  it.  •  I  will  not  enter  upon  an  argument  to  sustain  these  views,  for,  as  I  have 
heretofore  remarked,  they  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  before  us.  Congress  has 
already  expressed  its  opinion  upon  these  questions  by  the  passage  of  the  confiscation  act, 
so  called,  of  1862,  which  is  now  the  law  of  the  land,  its  policy  approved  by  the  people, 
and  iis  constitutionality  sustained  by  the  courts. 

It  has  been  said  that  it  is  inexpedient  to  pass  this  joint  resolution  ;  that  we  should  not 
do  anything  which  would  tend  to  the  enlargement  of  the  forfeiture  now  provided  by 
law  ;  that  we  must  conciliate,  not  punish,  traitors  ;  that  kindness  should  be  our  weapon 
instead  of  the  stern  powers  which  the  Constitution  has  provided  for  the  punishment  and 
subjugation  of  rebels;  that  we  must  win  back  our  "  erring  brethren  "  by  manifestations 
of  forgiveness,  charity  and  love.  Sir,  what  kind  of  advice  is  this,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  are  now  engaged  in  the  organization  of  a  new  army  of  five  hundred  thousand 
men  to  complete  the  overthrow  of  the  military  power  of  the  rebellion?  The  recruiting 
officers  are  in  every  county  in  the  loyal  States,  and  the  nation  is  resorting  to  every  means 
it  can  command  in  preparing  for  the  grand  campaigns  of  the  coming  spring  Treason 
is  forcing  into  its  army  every  man  and  boy  between  fifteen  and  sixty  years  of  age.  The 
war  cloud  settles  densely  upon  the  nation.  The  heavy  tread  of  armies  is  heard  in  every 
part  of  the  laud  Is  this  the  time  for  gentlemen  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  talk  of  forgiveness,  charity,  love,  peace?  Our  "erring  brethren  "  are  in  arms,  and 
not  on  their  knees  asking  for  mercy.  They  intend  to  fight  us.  Their  rebellion  is  a  great 
military  fact  which  must  be  crushed  out  by  the  exercise  of  power  ;  and  cannot  be  subdued 
by  an  exhibition  of  olive-branches,  or  soothed  by  honeyed  words,  even  though  they  drop 
from  the  lips  of  members  of  the  American  Congress. 

While  gentlemen  in  this  body  have  been  talking  about  "conciliation,"  "charity," 
"love,"  "olive-branches,"  "peace,"  and  a  thousand  other  ill-timed  subjects  for  the 
benefit  of  our  "erring  brethren  "  and  "wayward  sisters,"  those  interesting  relatives 
have  been  employing  their  time  very  differently  as  regards  their  present  and  future  action 
toward  us.  On  the  23d  day  of  last  month  the  Rebel  Senate,  as  if  responding  to  the 
"  peace  and  conciliation  "  utterances  of  gentlemen  in  this  House,  passed  the  following 
resolutions  by  a  unanimous  vote  : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  thanks  of  Congress  are  hereby  tendered  to  all  the  brigades  and 
"and  other  troops  in  service  who  have  taken  the  patriotic  and  gallant  resolution  io  re- 
"  enlist  for  the  war 

"  Resolved,  That  the  manifestation  of  such  a  spirit  in  our  armies  is  a  happj-  omen  of 
"  the  ultimate  triumph  of  our  struggle  for  independence,  indicative,  as  it  is,  of  the  fixed, 
"  determination  of  our  people  never  to  lay  down  their  arms  while  our  soil  is  exposed  to 
"the  hostile  tread  and  barbarous  ravages  of  our  malignant  enemies."  . 

This  is  the  emphatic  answer  which  comes  back  from  Richmond  to  the  peace  resolutions 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Fernando  Wood,]  the  kind  words  of  his  col- 
league. [Mr.  KuuNAN,]  tho  imploring  tone  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Cox,]  and 
to  the  fine  spun  arguments  in  behalf  of  the  "constitutional  rights"'  of  bloody-handed 
Rebels  submitted  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  Rogkks,]  the  gentlemen  from 
Ohio,  [Messrs.  Fink  and  Bliss,]  and  others,  who  have  labored  to  argue  away  the  power 
upon  which  the  Government  must  depend  for  its  safety  and  its  life.  When  these  marvel- 
ously  kind-hearted  gentlemen  can  stay  the  fury  of  a  tornado  by  singing  to  it  a  lullaby, 
.they  may  expect  to  put  down  a  rebellion  such  as  is  now  oppressing  this  nation  by  the 
course  they  are  pursuing  in  this  House.  Their  chances  of  success  would  be  just  about 
equal  in  either  case. 
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Sir,  until  we  can  disperse  the  armies  of  the  rebellion,  crush  out  its  military  power,  and 
thus  destrojr  the  hopes  of  its  leaders,  it  is  idle  to  talk  of  abstaining  from  the  use  of  any 
proper  means  which  will  aid  us  in  the  accomplishment  of  the  great  work  we  have  in 
hand.  We  have  enough  to  do  now,  without  wasting  anjr  of  our  precious  time  in  trying 
to  administer  soothing  syrups  to  men  whose  bloody  hands  are  feeling  for  the  throat  of  the 
Republic.  So  long  as  the  banner  of  armed  revolt  is  thrust  in  the  face  of  the  nation,  we 
must  use  power  and  exercise  justice.  Mercy  will  have  its  proper  work  to  perform  in  due 
season.  When  Justice  shall  have  subdued  these  armed  Rebels  it  may  introduce  all  of  them 
but.  the  leaders  to  Mercy.  But  the  time  for  this  ceremony  has  not  yet  arrived,  nor  will  it 
ever  come  for  the  leaders  of  this  rebellion. 

Mr.  Speaker,  has  it  never  occurred  to  the  minds  of  the  gentlemen  who  object  to  the  pas- 
saged' this  joint  resolution  that  it  will  have  no  effect  on  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
the  Southern  States?  The  property  in  those  States  is  owned  by,  comparatively,  a  few 
persons.  Property  is  not  distributed  among  the  people  there  as  it,  is  in  the ' Northern 
States.  A  sale  and  division  of  the  large  landed  estates  in  the  South  would  be  of  incal- 
culable benefit  to  the  mass  of  the  people  after  the  rebellion  passes  into  histoiy.  The 
people,  can  then  become  landholders,  and  no  longer  be  subject  to  the  despotism  with 
which  a  privileged  class  has  heretofore  ruled  that  whole  country  Thus  we  see  that  the 
anguish  which  some  gentlemen  have  experienced  has  all  resulted  from  the  danger  which 
the  leaders  of  the  rebellion  are  placed.  The  great  mass  of  the  people  will  not  be  affected 
by  the  passage  of  this  joint  resolution  otherwise  than  favorably.  The  leaders,  the  great, 
lordly  landholders,  who  have  almost  crushed  humanit}r  out  of  the  poor  people  who  are 
"squatted  "  on  their  princely  estates,  are  the  men  who  are  to  be  injuriously  affected  by  the 
passage  of  the  resolution. 

I  am  amazed  at  the  position  which  these  gentlemen  have  elected  to  occupy.  Why  they 
should  join  hands  with  an  aristocratic  class  which  has  used  the  immense  slave  and  land 
power  in  its  hands  for  the  purpose  of  crushing  and  grinding  the  common  people  into  an 
intellectual  darkness  almost  as  dense  as  barbarism  itself,  is  something  which  requires  an 
explanation  different  from  any  Ave  have  yet  received.  With  their  strange  position  unex- 
plained, and,  I  may  say,  unexplainable,  they  stand  before  the  country  as  the  defenders  of 
the  leaders  of  the  rebellion,  and  not  as  the  advocates  of  the  crushed,  and  bruised,  and  mis- 
guided mass  of  the  Southern  people  ;  for  they  stand  here  objecting  to  the  passage  of  a 
law  admitted  by  themselves  to  be  constitutional,  which,  if  passed  and  properly  executed, 
will  op' n  up  a  future  to  the  poor  non-slaveholder#  of  the  Southern  States  as  bright  as 
the  sunbeams  which  tins  the  roses  of  that  sunny  land.  This  is  their  love  for  the  people. 
This  is  their  idea  of  mercy.  With  the  lordly  few  they  stand  opposed  to  the  poor,  the 
oppressed,  the  betrayed  mass  of  the  Southern  people.  They  seem  to  regard  the  aristo- 
cratic few  who  rulpd  their  present  defenders  and  the  people  of  the  South  with  a  rod  of 
iron  which  pierced  and  seared  every  subject  conscience  before  the  rebellion,  and  now  rule 
it,  as  embracing  all  of  the  human  family  to  be  found  in  the  Southern  States  worthy  of 
our  consideration  and  mercy.  While  such  views  are  sustained  by  gentlemen,  who  can 
wonder  at  the  bitterness  they  have  manifested  toward  this  joint  resolution  ?  They  are 
hoping  for  the  return  of  power  through  the  hands  of  leading  Rebels  now  dripping  with 
loyal  blood.  They  are  hoping  for  the  establishment  of  the  Old  order  of  things  when  des- 
potism ruled  the  Republic;  when  the  public  conscience  was  imprisoned  in  a  sh've  pen  ; 
when  plantation  manners  were  practiced  in  this  Hall,  and  slavery  was  regarded  as  the 
most  perfect  result  springing  from  the  revelation  of  divine  will  to  man.  They  well  know 
that  any  legislation  which  will  convert  the  mass  of  the  Southern  people  into  landholders 
will  place  the  blight  of  eternity  on  these  hopes.  Hence  they  oppose  this  resolution  and 
denounce  the  doctrine  of  the  Constitution  as  "cruel  and  remorseless."  It  is  this  sym- 
pathy with  the  slaveholding  and'  land-possessed  aristocracy  which  leads  the  rebellion,  and 
the  hopes  which  the  passage  of  this -resolution  would  blight,  which  caused  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Feknando  Wood,]  to  tell  us  that  we  must  treat  for  peace,  and  that 
we  canrrot.  conquer  the  armed  powers  of  the  rebellion — a  declaration  worthy  of  a  man  who 
discards  the  term  "  loyalty,"  but  unworthy  of  one  who  holds  a  seat  in  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  friends  of  this  joint  resolution  look  beyond  the  limits  of  this  rebel- 
lion. They  do  not  expect  an  extermination  of  the  people  of  the  Southern  States.  They 
look  for  that  submission  which  has  always  followed  the  overthrow  of  military  power — 
the  submission  of  the  defeated,  people  to  the  authority  of  the  stronger  side  in  the  contest. 
We  have  full  faith  in  the  strength  and  perpetuity  of  the  Republic.  We  have  faith  in  the 
principles  of  our  Constitution,  and  look  with  full  confidence  for  ihe  coming  of  the  time 
when  the  people  shall  enter  upon  the  perfect  enjoyment  of  Ihe  rights,  privileges  and  lib- 
erties which  the  Constitution  was  ordained  to  establish  and  perpetuate.  We  expect  to 
meet,  in  the  onward  and  triumphant  march  of  this  Republic,  a  "  redeemed,  regenerated 
disenthralled"   South.     We  expect  to  join  hands  with  it,  and  march  forward  in  th' 
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accomplishment  of  the  grand  mission  of  the  Republic.  We  expect  to  see  the  power  of 
the  Southern  States  taken  from  the  hands  of  a  "  cruel  and  remorseless  "  aristocracy,  and 
restored  to  the  rightful  possession  of  a  whole  people.  We  expect  to  labor  for  the  eleva- 
tion of  that  people;  and  knowing  that  the  first  step  toward  that  elevation  is  the  destruc- 
tion of  that  aristocratic  and  semi-feudal  system  which  has  heretofore  existed  in  the  South, 
we  favor  the  pending  resolution  ;  favor  it  for  the  masses  against  the  despotic  and  traitorous 
few  ;  favor  it  for  democracy  against  aristocracy.  We  would  make  the  masses  landholders 
by  breaking  up  the  land  monopoly  of  the  Rebel  slaveholders  of  the  South  and  placing 
land  within  the  reach  of  the  poor,  and  thus  add  to  the  dignity  and  assert  the  individual- 
ity of  every  man.  We  are  working  out  the  problem  which  the  fathers  bequeath;  d  to  us, 
the  establishment  of  a  pure  Republic  By  the  reduction  of  the  great  land  powerfjf  the 
leaders  of  the  rebellion,  through  the  operation  of  our  system  of  sales  of  land  delinquent 
under  the  law  imposing  direct  taxes  and  the  enforcement  of  the  constitutional  power  of  for- 
feiture, we  expect  to  reach  the  grand  result  of  a  general  distribution  of  the  land  of  the 
South  among  the  people  An  accomplishment  of  this  expected  result  works  the  death  of 
that  aristocratic  power  which  is  compassing  the  destruction  of  the  Republic. 

Sir,  we  are  looking  to  the  ultimate  elevation  of  the  "common  people"  of  the  South- 
ern States.  We  expect  to  make  them  a  power  in  opposition  to  that  which  has  heretofore 
crushed  their  spirit  and  made  them  political  slaves.  We  expect  our  policy  to  result  in 
the  establishment  of  those  great  industrial,  economical  and  educational  principles  which 
have  made. the  free  States  supreme  in  this  great  contest  between  despotism  and  liberty. 
We  expert  to  realize  as  the  fully  ripened  fruit  of  our  policy  the  perfect  establishment  of 
a  Republicanism  which  has  ever  lived  in  theory  but  never  enthroned  itself  on  the  conti- 
nent, of  America,  except  where  the  sway  of  freedom  was  perfect  and  no  slave  appealed  to 
the  God  of  justice.  We  look  forward  to  the  time  when  the  school-house,  the  academy, 
the  college,  and  the  church  shall  in  the  South  measure  numerical  strength  with  the' same 
great  guardians  of  Republicanism  and  morals  in  the  divinely-favored  land  of  the  North. 
We  look  forward  to  the  time  when  the  child  of  the  "poor  white"  of  the  South  shall 
possess  the  same  educational  advantages  which  the  free  spirit  of  the  North  has  accorded 
to  the  offspring  of  the  rich  and  the  poor  in  common.  We  are  looking  to  the  advantages  of 
a  whole  people,  and  not  merely  to  the  privileges  of  a  caste,  as  seems  to  be  the  case  with 
gentlemen  who  oppose  this  joint  resolution.  We  keep  pace  with  the  measured  step  of 
the  civilization  of  the  nineteenth  eeniury,  and  urge  those  who  are  behind  us  to  advance 
to  our  position.  Whatever  of  good  we  possess,  we  desire  to  extend  to  others — not  as 
cowards  to  those  whom  they  fear,  but  as  a  magnanimous  people  to  those  whom  they  can 
Conquer  and  forgive. 

I  will  consume  no  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  with  this  subject.  The  case  is  made 
up  and  fully  understood.  Those  who  oppose  the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution  must 
stand  before  the  country  as  opposed  to  the  Constitution,  opposed  to  the  true  interest  of 
the  country,  opposed  to  the  elevation  of  the  poor  whites  of  the  South,  and  in  favor  of 
shielding  the  lenders  of  the  rebellion  from  the  punishment  which  their  enormous  crime 
deserves.  They  have  made  their  own  issue,  and  all  the  speeches  they  have  delivered — 
filled  with  hollow  pretensions  of  devotion  to  the  Constitution,  love  of  the  Union,  regard 
for  the  rights  of  the  people,  and  reverence  for  the  teachings  of  our  civilization — will  not 
enable  them  to  disguise  the  true  character  of  the  issue.  Fine  words  will  not  mislead  the 
people.  Talking  for  the  Union  and  acting  and  voting  for  a  disunion  rebellion,  is  a  mask 
too  thin  to  conceal  the  complexion  of  the  face  which  it  covers.  Protestations  of  loyalty 
to  the  Government,  coming  from  the  lips  which,  in  regard  to  our  armed  defense  of  the 
nation,  asks,  "  When  shall  this  hellish  crusade  of  blood  and  famine  cease?"  are  no  more 
Eincere  than  was  the  kiss  of  Judas.  The  latter  was  an  act  of  betrayal,  and  the  former  are 
intended  to  accomplish  no  nobler  end. 

Mr.  Speaker  I  cannot  close  without  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
to  one  significant  fact.  For  some  two  weeks  we  have  been  listening  to  speeches  made  by 
gentlemen  who  oppose  this  joint  resolution,  filled  with  the  bitterest  denunciations  of  the 
Administration,  of  congressional  action,  of  every  act  resorted  to  by  the  Government  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  and  the  restoration  of  the  authority  of  the  Republic 
throughout  its  entire  dominion,  but  in  no  one  of  these  speeches  can  be  found  a  sentiment 
which  would  excite  the  ire  or  even  wound  the  feelings  of  Jefferson  Davis  and  those  who 
are  holding  up  his  hands  in  Richmond.  Sir,  this  is  not  tire  result  of  accident.  The 
speeches  are  too  numerous  and  the  practice  too  uniform  to  admit  of  any  such  explanation. 
Sympathy  with  Rebels  and  traitors  alone  could  produce  such  a  shameful  and  extraor- 
dinary result.  I  leave  this  fact  with  the  country,  feeling  assured  that  the  people  will  fully 
understand  it,  and  properly  dispose  of  its  authors. 

i. . : ■ 

II.    Polkinhorn.    Steam  Book  and  Job  Printer,  Nos.  375  and  377  D  street, 
between  Qth  and  7th  streets,   Washington,  D.  G. 


